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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



This application has been examined. 



2. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nason etal. U.S Patent No.6.330,010 and Schein et al (6151059) and Eisleret al 
(5844569). 

As per claim 1: Nason discloses a computer system/ method for displaying data 
as follows: 

the computer system having a display device (68) including a primary display 
surface controllable by an operating system (Fig. 3, 6, 7) with an overscan area not 
controlled by the operating system (column 2 lines 47-65); 

reserving a first portion (30) of the operating system controllable primary display 
surface for exclusive use by a first program; and rendering contents in the reserved first 
portion of the primary display surface, by said first program, excluding all other 
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programs from using said reserved first portion of operating system controllable primary 
display surface (abstract, Fig. 2, 7, column 10 lines 45-62, column 15 lines 1-30). 

Nason et al do not go into the details of the program not being part of the 
operating system yet excluding all other programs including the operating system of a 
reserved portion of the primary display, but do mention efficient control of dedicated 
regions of the display. Furthermore, Schein et al do have a program outside the 
operating system which delivers video to a reserved portion of the primary display and 
excludes all other programs including the operating system from controlling the 
reserved portion, for efficient control of a dedicated region of the display (Figures 1, 7, 
1 1 , 30, column 4 lines 50-60, column 5 lines 25-50, column 7 lines 15-45). It would 
have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art to have this in Nason et al, 
because it would allow efficient control of a dedicated region of the display. 

Even as combined with Schein et al, Nason et al do not go into the exact details 
that the operating system controllable primary display area is specifically not the 
overscan area per se, in that Nason et al are more concerned with the overscan area. 
Nevertheless, Nason et al do show efficient control of a dedicated region of the display. 
Furthermore, Eisler et al do show flipping to control an operating system controllable 
primary display area, not being the overscan area (Figures 5, 7, column 7 lines 10-55, 
column 8 lines 40-55, column 9 lines 50-60, column 11 lines 7-55, column 12 lines 50- 
63) for efficient control of a dedicated region of the display. It would have been obvious 
to have this in Nason et al, especially in combination with Schein et al, because it would 
allow efficient control of a dedicated region of the display. 

Regarding claim 2, in additional to what is recited in claim 1, Nason's window 
system allows a window manager to switch to a display mode having a smaller pixel 
configuration "adjusting parameters for said video display system to increase the 
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number of pixels in a dimension of said video display system by a number of pixels less 
than or equal to a difference between the number of pixels specified in said video mode 
and a maximum number of pixels which said video display system can effectively 
display "(col.4 lines 27-39, and tables 1-3, claims 1,11,18). 

Regarding claims 3, in additional to what is recited in claim 2, Nason's system 
discloses the reserving/ unreserving which inherently aborting a responsive request by 
the window manager to switch to a display mode having the smaller/ larger pixel 
configuration "The display is reset to the original resolution, step 126, and the CR 
registers are reset to their original values" (col. 14 lines 10-15, Figs.7,9 tables 1-3). 

Regarding claims 4, in additional to what is recited in claim 2, Nason's system 

discloses the reserving further comprises pre-alerting an exclusive-use display area 

manager of said display mode switch request to said window manager "System 

resolution messages are received whenever the system or user changes the screen or 

color resolution" (col. 14 lines 9-15). 

Regarding claims 5, in additional to what is recited in claim 1 , Nason's system 

discloses the reserving/unreserving is performed only if the first/ second event is 

determined to have occurred, respectively "the overscan interface may be constantly 

visible or it may toggle between visible and invisible states based upon any of a number 

of programming parameters (including, but not limited to, the state of the active 

window, the state of a toggle button, etc.)." (col. 4 lines 6-16). 

Regarding claim 6, in addition to claim 5, Nason et al show determining if a 

second event has occurred; and unreserving said first portion of the operating system 

controllable primary display area for use by said first program if the second event is 

determined to have occurred (column 4 lines 6-16). 
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Regarding claim 7, said unreserving comprises requesting a window manager to 
switch to a display mode having a larger pixel configuration (Nason et al column 4 lines 
10-30). 

Regarding claim 8, said unreserving further comprises aborting a responsive 
request by the window manager to a display device driver to configure a display 
hardware to said larger pixel configuration (Nason et al column 4 lines 10-30). 

Regarding claim 9, said reserving further comprises pre-alerting an display area 
manager of said display mode switch request to said window manager (column 4 lines 
10-30). 

Regarding claim 10, in additional to what is recited in claim 1, Nason windows 
system "Microsoft Windows environments (including Microsoft Window 95 and 
derivatives, and Microsoft Windows Nf 4.0 and derivatives)" (col.4 lines 27-32) 
inherently has functions for requesting to change a display mode to a full or normal 
screen mode and temporarily stop / resume rendering contents in the reserved portion 
of the operating system controllable display surface when changing the display mode to 
a full or normal, respectively "Referring now in particular to FIG. 7, upon initialization, at 
Identify Display Type step 102, the program attempts to determine the display type, and 
current location in memory used by the display driver, in order to determine the size and 
locations of any display modifications to be made, e.g. to the size and location of 
overscan area(s) to be used " (col. 6 lines 47-63). 
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Regarding claim 1 1 , please see the discussion for claim 10. Note that then the 
normal mode may be resumed (columns 4 lines 25-35 and column 6 lines 47-63). 

Regarding claims 12, in addition to that mentioned for claim 10, note Nason et al 
(even combined with Schein et al) do not show "intercepting all page flipping calls by 
said application, and forwarding each of said page flipping calls onward only after said 
first program has updated a back buffer." However, it was known in art that that page 
flipping calls onward with a back buffer are associated in the window environment. For 
example, Eisler et al disclose "page flipping the back buffer to a front buffer after the 
three dimensional object has been written into the back buffer" (column 1 1 lines 7-55, 
column 12 lines 50-63, column 13 lines 1-48). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the relevant art at the time of invention to use Eisler's teaching 
of page flipping, and back buffer teaching with Nason system, especially as combined 
with Schein et al, to effectively and efficiently provides real time integration of three- 
dimensional objects and live video in the GUI environment. 

Regarding claim 13, in addition to that mentioned for claim 12, note interacting 
with said full screen mode requesting application to maintain said reserved first portion 
of the operating system controllable primary display area (Nason et al column 4 lines 
10-30). 

Regarding claim 14-15 and 22, these show the same features as claims 2-4 and 
are rejected for the same reasons. 

Regarding claims 16-19, they contain similar features in scope to claims 6, 10, 
11, 13. Thus, they are rejected under similar rationale. 
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Regarding claims 21,23, in additional to what is recited in claims 1,16, Nason's 
system discloses an article of manufacture having a recordable medium having stored 
thereon a plurality of programming instructions to be executed by a processor (claims 
44-55). 

Regarding claims 25-28, these show the same features as claims 1 , 4, 10, and 
1 1 , and are rejected for the same reasons respectively. 

Regarding claims 20, 24, these both show the same features as claim 12 and are 
each rejected for the same reasons as claim 12. 

Regarding claim 29, this shows the same features as claim 10 and 12 combined, 
and is rejected for the same reasons as that combined for claims 10 and 12. 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Steven P. Sax whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4072. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday, 8:30 AM - 5:00 
PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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